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JTitle 5 a Caſe. To offer Her Majeſty 
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yl r "ON 00 this een bn N 
Which I am going to examine, was 
firſt preſented to the Qu FEN in 
1  Wiſting, by the Name of a Peti. 
Reb tron + and is now tender'd to ow 
5 fir Subjects in Print, under the more 1 * 
uch a 
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* 
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* 
* 
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N Falſhoods and Miſ- roi: ror ey as 
1 ſhall" zbandantly prove this to be; was an 
| Inſtance of Duty and Good Manners, pecu- 
Har to ſome Gentlemen of a certain Character. 
I: fay to do it at all, was very extraordina» 
| w_ But it was much more ſo, to pabliſh it tio 
e World, while it was under Her Majeſty's, 4 
N Conſideration, in order to make the 
eople Judges of the Judgment She ſhould 2 
give. The Government and Privy Council of \ Fm 
treland have ſurely no reaſon to complain _ 
that Their n has been firack! 3 
. 23 ines + 


- 
* 
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' 


may 
Appeal 


treated wi 
% mony. Whether the Cone were — 


to the Perſons from whom, or the Perſon 10 


hom the Appeal was made, is a Point which 
the ſagacious and eh Recorder Himſelf 
haps be puzzled to determine. The 
indeed was very regular in ; "oh 
Reſpeck, as it went zpoards from the Go- 


£ vernment and Cont -of Ireland to the 


Queen: But did it ſtill go on Aſcendendo 
from the Queen to the People? Undoubtedly 
it did; it They are our Sovereign Lords, 


1 to the Phraſe of ſome modern Poli- 


ticians. And ſuppoſing They were {o, which 
Ü behieve-will not be Now affe 


Terms; yet to remove a Cauſe from one Court 


| Wn a before it has, had any Degaliog-4 5 


fo 57775 is, with humble Submiſſion, a yv 
1 Pi thod of Proceeding. N 
he next thing I have to object a St, | 
TH the tie of this Paper. It is ald, 
The 656 the City of Dublin. Whereas in 


vindicate. I know not how it happens that 


ſeome certain Perſons have long been in Poſſeſ- 
ſion, of that good Word Liberty; and they 


en make ake the greateſt Uſe of the Sound, when 


wy are endeavouring 17 deſtro Pl the Subſtance. 1 
What is Liberty, in the Sen 


we are Now, 
ſpeaking of, but the free undiſturb'd Enjoy- 


ment of one s Rights? And what gives a Right, 


* 


n 1 2 TO. - _ E 9 * 
ſince She om. whom Th Author arg is de. | 


rted in expreſs ? 


* 


reality it, is only an unfair, prevaricating Re- 
Preſentation of ſome particular Perſons, La 
are infringing thoſe Rights they pretend to 


but Law? Are thoſe then the true Aſſertorg 


at z who ieee a, , and New | 
by 


by an inebnipete homqpatune Ft ahi! 
it : Who fer up ey W 8 
. Laine 6e pte W 

unetetptionable Perſof 2517 br 155 41 
ſhew\rheir' Favour to à Fachbn at wa pe 
of afl Juſtice “ * Man may fa an 
ſweaf he d afferting*my Liberty, while T fee 
and feel the Fet hs Has P put apob me: But 


Adirieh he be inſolent tö his Hetters, 1 well | 


to h Is, '*Fory it ſeernts, tis! perfect Free- 
gre Eiſlav'd, ede d dur Lawful 


Governors be at the fame ti Inſulted; the 
Metit cf the latter Attoiſes 1 the Inconve. 
nieiee vf the former; and in order al =p eprive 


bjett 
But tö come cloſer to the Merits of the 


a Printe of his Ri ohts. "what F ree-born 
would not be content #6 2 his Gyn? 


Cauſe + This Author, by Way of Introduction, 
mentibns the Charters | ranted to the City of 
— What he takes notice of, does not very 
affect the preſem Caſe; but I can tell him 
— thing that does. In the very firſt of thoſe 


Charters am told, it is" royal, That the 


Government ſhall have à Power to approve or 
diſapprove Perfons elected into the Offices now 
in Controverſy. 80 that the New Ruler made 
in 1672 are, in that Particular, only declara- 
tive of the Charter it ſelf. Our Author per- 
baps did not know this; or if he did, I 


muſt confefs it Was not his Bufi neſs to dl. | 


| cover it © 


' Upon the Settlement of Ireland, 4½er the” 


| Rebellion In 1641, it was "thought neceſſa 
he ſays, for the preventing the Election o We 


ehen by the b 5 ** of Papiſte, 


To 


tend to Roß 2 


am 1 bound to be Wh 1 ves; upon Con: 


; rain 8 ar 4 Poe rote Goveramentiand ty 
925 4200 278 . — Pre- 


5 UKs K Ind pifts 12408 far fm 
| Re ing. the; 1 OY ' 12 Fe "us, . he 
Foot. 


puts it wholly ang glely —.—— 
| Bur! me Pec ple. cant live without, thay Cry: 
of. Popery 3 whether it be to the Purpoſe, or 
0. The List Rebellion 1s. indeed mention d 
| the Preamble: to the. Act of. ee 31 And 
5 5 many 2 things, as w 7 | as that; 
articularly, there is a Loya fg ex- 
ess d or 7 un 0 9 5 and perſeli Obe. 
b a A But thoſe ſe are Circum · 
. N bent this neee f 
reaſon, to 1 3 ng tice of; any more than of 
hat Clauſe of zarter 4 above-mentioned. 
However, tis F dg d, that to leſſen 
the Intereſt. of. Papiſts, was aue very great 
And good Deſign! 85 thoſe Statutes. If then 
 the,Obſerya 1715 of the New. Rules made in 
purſu 22 5 115 Se of ae Jade 
I 10 ; Ape ts ET neceſſarily) follows, 
that. the is one ꝙvay. to 
| 5 — 1 1ave been noto : 
Fiou * 4 by the. late Proceedings which 
= this Paper endeavours...to, defend; and from 
that Quazter.there. may inde ed * top much 
Diner of Popery. S - : | 
But were Papiſts the only Perſons concern g 
in the Rebellion of 41,? ,,No;; Nau Pr 
teſtants had their Share an, it: and a al 
derable Share it was. They were awards 8 
rewarded by the Uſurper, for their eminent 
Services: For which reaſon, ſome of their 
Poſterity at this Day drink to the rt 
Memory. of e Se ry and have the 


iy RT Impu- | 


"= BH 
Impudence to join it with the glorioue Memory 
Nei William. The Principles bf the Au- 
ceſtars are rooted in the Progeny; and tue 
Occaſion ol this very Controverſy, which We 
are now nupon, is one bleſſed Effect: of ſb 
hopeful a Plantation. Nor is it at all ſtrange 
that Papiſts and ſuch Proteſtants ſhould unite 
in the ſame Cauſe. Their Doctrines of Go. 
vernment are exactly the ſame; their Actions 
in relation cto it, ever were, are, and will be 
ſo. And thoſe who, upon all Occaſions, 
make ſuch a Bawling about Popery, do as 
effectuall/ promote its/Intereſts, as the Papiſts 
arne bas ene enen e 
And here I think it is very material to ob- 
ſerve, that by the Ney Rules, all Perſons ad- 
mitted into the Offices thiere mention'd, 
are required to take the following Oath. 
J. A. B. do Declare and Believe that it 
is not Lawful, upon any Pꝛetence what- 
ſoever, to take up Arins againck the 
King, c. That great Endeavours have been 
us d to get that Clauſe Repeald, is ſufficiently 
known. But as it is not yet done; Quer, 
Whether that Oath has been conſtantly admi- 
niſter'd as the New Rules direct? If not; 
Query again, What Penalties are incurr'd by 
thoſe who, e. to adminiſter it; and by 
thoſe who preſume to execute the Offices afore- 
_ ſaid, without taking it? . rite 
But ſuppoſe Popery had been the Only Oc- 
caſion of thoſe Acts of Parliament; it is not 
the only Matter of them. Every Body knows 
that Laus are commonly made upon ſome 
rticular Occaſion or other; yet the Sub- 
| ce of them ig general, and of a much wi- 
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der Extent than that Reaſon, or Fact which 
ficſt gave Birth to them. Guiſcumd, if I mi- 
ſtake not, was a Frach Papitts But for all 
that, ſhould a Gritiſß; or I; Proteſtant of 
. His Principles (as God knovis there are too 
many) think fit to Stab a Priry-Counſellor, 
| and then plead«his hot being of the ſame = 
Country and Religion with the Criminal 
aforeſaid; I doubt His Plea would be a very 
bad ane, and ſcarce ſufficient to ſave Him 
from the Gallows. This Act of Parliament, 
- which we are now conſidering, Recites; That 
for the Preuentim f ALL future Rebellions, 
| ALL Izſurrelliont, and Attempts for the time 
th come, it is Enatted, &c. The Words are 
as general as Words can be: And I dare ſay, 
no King or Queen whatſoever would be at all 
better pleas d with a Proteſtant Rebellion, 
than with a Popiſh- One. Can any thin 
therefore be more neceſſary than This Law 
„ Which was made to prevent all ſuch Confu- 
[- Hons? And yet, as uſeful as it is, ſome cer- 
1 tain Citizens (as We ſhall ſee in its proper 
place) have acted in direct Oppoſition to it; 
and twas kindly done of em that They did 
e agih S454 


Not Repeal it. E | 
| Since our Author has been pleas'd to quote 
oY ſome Part of the New Rules (which does 
Him no manner of Service,) and concludes 
with an Cc. I will make uſe of the ſame 
Privilege, and go on juſt where He leaves 
2 oft. Ibe - Corporation ſhall from time to tine 
= © - proceed to a New Election of fit Perſons for 
= the ſaid reſpeffive Offices, for which the Per- 
aur ſo preſented" Pull not be Jo upprov'd of, 
and Jball in like manner profent their * 
£252 \ | FAM 25 I 
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the ſud Lord Lieutenant, or other Chief Go- 
vernour, or Governozr's, and Pri cu, of 
this Kingdom; until rey hall have chaſen ſuch 
2 — for i he ſaid reſpective Offices, as bal 

be approv'd of, as ane Now I only de- 
dirs. to alk, whether ien the ſanme Pers 
ſon who has been ſo diſapprov d of, be not an 
expreſs Breach of This Law, and directly 
flying in the Face of the Government ? After 
a Diſapprobation, They ftiall go on to Ble#, 
and Preſent ; until they ſhall haue cheſen ſuch 
fit Perſons as ſhall be approv'd . And is Al. 
derman Bar/gw a fit Perſon to be choſen in 
the room of the ſame Ider man Barlo who 
was before diſapprov'd; of, as unfit? At this 
rate, the Authority of the Government and 
Council in approving, or diſapproving, is a 
perfect jeſt; and the Law is abſurd in its 


contriv'd by the Stater of this Caſe, to leave 
out that Clauſe of the New Rules; tho it be 
abſolutely. neceſſary in order to give a Trae 
State of it. An unlucky Clauſe in the Act 
of Parliament, Fe to them, is for the 
{fame reaſon, wilely omitted: In which it is 


vernnent and Council to inflitt ſuch Penalties 
for the Breach of the Rules, Orders; and Dire- 
tons touching ſuch Corporations, as They in 
their Wiſdoms ſhall. think fit : So as the Penal- 
ties. do not extend farther than to the Reinoval 
and Disfranchiſement of ſuch Perſons d ſhall 
be found guilty. of the Breach there. 
How fair That Elefion was, at Eafter-AF 
ſembly, 1709. and how good the Reaſons for 
not Electing Alderman Conſtantine, will ap- 


Tr; * 
140 


own. Nature. It was therefore prudently 


Enacted; That it ſball be Lamful far the: Go- 


* 
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pear, before we have done. That Alderman 
Conſtantine made it his Requeſt to go above 
the Cuſhion, and wear Scarlet, is a notorious - 
Falſhood in Fact. Sir Milliam Fowndes, who 
was Lord-Mayor, and actually in the Chair 
at that time, declar'd upon Oath at the 
Council- Board, that He neither ſaw, nor heard 
| any ſuch Thing. And the Witneſs, call'd on 
; the other ſide, fail'd in his Evidence. It is 
tine, the Alderman thank ed them for their 
Nothing; but 'twas in an Ironical manner; 
not to expreſs Gratitude, but Indignation. 
And that this was his Meaning, is evident; : 
becauſe He has explain'd it by his Declara- F 
tions, and bis Actions. After thoſe Words 
Gentlemen, I thank Du; He added, But 
hope Du Il not take it ill, if I make my Applica- 
tion elſewhere. As He never aſk'd that No- 
Favour," ſo He never accepted of it. He ne- 
ver wore Scarlet, nor ſate above the Cuſhion 
in Form, and as in his own proper Place. 
Ne inſiſted on His Right to be choſen Lord- 
Mayor; left the Court with Reſentment, re- 
fus'd to ſign the Certificate of the Election of 
his Competitor, and immediately petition d 
the: Government, and Council againſt it. 
Nor does the Order, tranſcrib'd out of the 
1 Monday Book by this Writer, mention any 
N Regucſt made by Alderman Conſtantine to paſs 
above the Cuſhion, and wear Scarlet; and 
yet That (had there been any ſuch Thing) 
would have been the only Uſe He could poſ- 
 fibly« have made of That Order. So that in 
ſhort. Alderman Conftantine's good Brethren 
debard Him from à Thing of Conſequence 
which was His Right, and Which He N £ 
E Ir 4 =} £3 3 14 799 3 8 
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ed ; and gave him a Bauble which he neither 


deſir d, nor accepted of. What ridiculons | 
Childrens Play is this? Beſides, it is well 


* Enown that it has not been the Cuſtom. for 


9 
4 
# 
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any Alderman to be admitted to paſs abo 
the Cuſhion, and wear Scarlet, as if He had 


been Lord-Mayor, unleſs He had been ele - 
ed Lord-Mayor, and upon his. own Requeſt, ex+ - 


cus d from Serving ; and then, upon bis own Re- 


queſt too, admitted to pals aboye the Cuſhion, 
and to wear Scarlet. And was That Alderman 
 Conſtantine's Caſe? No; but They refus d to 


elect Him Lord-Mayor when it was His 


Rigbt; and Then would have Thruſt Him 
above the Cuſhion, that He might ever haue 


any. For ſoit was argu d at the Council Board; 
Viz. That he could not Now be choſen, be- 


cauſe he was above the Cuſhion. Tho', ac- 


cording to the late Practice, even That Conſe- 

heſe very Perſons have ſeveral times con- 
tradicted it by their own Actions, even ſince 
This Cauſe has been depending: As will ap- 


pear from what We ſhall hereatter have Occa- 


ſion to take Notice of. | | 
But the Caſe tells us, Alderman Conſtantine 
ſoon afterwards petition'd the Council-Board 
and that His Petition was rejected; and the 
Election of Alderman Forreſt, His Junior, 


was approv'd. This was in the Lear 1709. 


Query; Whether That Petition were ſo much 
as receivd? If fo, Whether it were ſuffer d 
to be Read? If it were Read, what became 
of that Petition? Some People have a com- 


pendious Way of determining Cauſes; which 


18 


Fence is falſe, as well as the Fa#: And 


* * ” 
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- Ro] 


5s'to determine without braring. The preſent 


Government and Council not being Perſons - 


| of ſo much Diſpatch in Buſineſs, | gave Them- 
- Rives the Trouble of hearing the Caſe ar 85 4 


for Three Days together. But Alderman 


9 


Nantine, We are told, did not ſo much as al- 


ledge any Irregularity in the Election, other 
than the not chuſing Him, as being Senior Al. 
derman. That is to fay, He did not alledge 
any Irregularity, but only the greateſt Irre- 

alarity that could be alledg'd. He had both 
y Law and Cuſtom a Right to be elected, as 
Senior; | unleſs any Diſqualification could be 
ſhewn ; which was not pretended.” So that 
the Grievance He complain'd of, was a Tri- 
fle; only an Excluſion from His Right 
contrary to Law and Jaſtice; That's all: He 
did not ſo much ay alledge any other Irregula- 


THY. - ag 
E. Nhe Summer following, as the Caſe informs 


us, Alderman Page, who formerly ſerv'd in the 


Mayoralty, was elefted. If He was formerly 
Lord-Mayor, was he not above the Cuſhion? - 
Certainly, This Alderman Conſtantine is the 
moſt unfortunate Man breathing. He can't 
be choſen, upon a Pretence that He is above 
the Cuſhion, when he really is zot: Another 
can be choſen by the very ſame Perſons, 
when every Body acknowledges He 7s above 
the Cuſhion. But Here lies the great differ- 
ence; One is Alderman Conſtantine, and ot her 
is Alderman Page. CON 


8 to Alderman Conſtantine's not de ring 


to be put in Election, nor giving the leaſt Inti- 
mation to the Board, that He infifted on being 
* | elefted, 


[11 ] 

peed,” Then, and at the following Aſſenr 
bly, 1710; the Reaſon of it was a plain one; 
becauſe he knew twould be to no purpoſe. 
He knew the ſame” Perſons who would not 
elect Him before,” were not like to elect Him 
Tbyn; and as for Petitioning | (which was His 
only Reſonree )-' Thoſe who had refus d to 
Read His firſt Petition, would not ſurely 
have been very forward to grant the Prayer 
of his Second. His Taking his Place above the 
Cushion is again mentioned; and that He did 
any ſuch Thing, is again deny d. He never 
tooſt his Place above the Cuſhion, as a' Right, 
or in Form; and never at all wore a Scarlet- 
Gown. Very likely He may have hate above 
the Cuſhion, (as many others have done as 
well as He) when every Body fate promiſ- 
cuoufly, and no Order was obſerv'd ; but not 
otherwiſe. Their own Witneſſes declar d, 
and They themſelves have acknowledg'd, that 
it is common for any Alderman to ſit above 
his Senior, where He happens to find a Seat, 
without ſuch Niceneſs of Ceremony: And 
that Alderman Conſtantine, ſince His pretend= 
ed Admiſſion to go above the Cuſhion, has 
oftner ſate below it, than above it. Tho 
were all which They alledge upon This 
Article never ſo true, it is nothing to the 
Purpoſe, as I before obſerv'd: Since Others 
have very lately been elected Lord-Mayors, 
who were on all hands acknowledg d to be 
above the Cuſhion. 

If was thought, fays our Author, after rwo 
Elections of Lord-Mayors, and a Rejettion by 
the Gopernment and Council of Alderman Con- 


U 12 ] | \ b 

Rantine's Petition, that his Pretenſſons ta the 
Mayoralty. were at an end. Nevertheleſs, at 
zbe-/aft Eaſter-Aſſembly He thought fit: 10 re: 
iel then, 8c. So it was thought ſeveral] 
other very good Things were at an end. ; 
But (God be prais d) Thoſe who thought 
ſo, happen d to be miſtaken. And I never 
yet. heard, that a New Government or 
Miniſtry always look d upon Themſelves 19 
be bound in Conſcience or Honour to tread 
exactly in the Steps of their immediate Pre- 
deceſſors. 1D 698-8020 e TAR 
He proceeds in the next Place, to lay down 
and enforce the Arguments, as inſiſted up- 
on by the Council againſt Alderman, Con- 
ſtantine. In anſwer. to which, I take up- 
on me to affirm, in the firſt Place, That there 
is no ſuch Expreſſion in the New Rules, as, 
I bom They think moſt fit : Nor is there any 
 Power-given. to the Board of Aldermen. to elect 

n ſo unlimited a manner. The Board of Al- 
dermen, by the New Rules, are to Ele; 
Who doubts it? But ſure, by the ſame Rules, 
They are not to elect contrary to Law and 
Cuſtom. Whether They do, or not, the Go- 
vernment and Privy- Council are to be Judges: 
And They have as unconteſtable a Right to 
diſapprove, as the others have to elect. But, 
He ſays, there neither was, nor could be an 
immemorial, or uninterrupied Uſage, &c. And 
yet it appears from their own Books, that 
there both could be, and was ſuch an Uſage; 
and if that wo'n't do, there is an expreſs, Law 
to the ſame. purpoſe. Tho" This be Matter 
of Fad, not of Reaſoning ;\yet our Writer, to 
ew his Talent at Diſputing, is refolv'd to 
| Argue 


31 
Agne the Point; and his Argument is an 
e 345 og Ln A 24 be 
Uſage, Ir. for that the New s firſt gave 1 
br, FAR and Aldermen the Right of | 
Blelline; and that in general lerms without | 4 | | 
any Reſtritlion, or relation to any former man- 
ner of Elecling. That is; both Law and Cu- 
ſtom requir d that the Senior Alderman ſhould 
be choſen: Another Law is made about another 
Thing; therefore the former Law and Cuſtom 
are abrogatedl. For this New Rule entirely re- 
Lites to the Perſons Electing; not to the Right 
of, the Perſons! to be Eedted: Which con- 
tinues juſt as it was before. It appoints the 
Perſons who are to act according to the Law- 
and Cuſtom / above-mentioned ;” but it does 
not deſtroy That Law and Cuſtom. But He 
ſays, it gives the Board of Aldermen a Right 
to Elect, toi hout any Reſtrickion, or relation to 
any former manner of. Elefing.” Tt He pleaſes, 
This New Rule mentions nothing about any 
Reſtriction, or former manner of Electing; 
nothing that affects it, or relates to it. From 
whence I beg leave to infer, that the former 
Law and Uſage concerning that Reſtriction, 
and manner of Election, are ſtill in their full 
force. But the Arguing on the other ſide is 
very particular: Becauſe the Electors are al- 
ter d, therefore every thing which related to 
the Right of the Perſons to be elected is ipſo 
facto, null and void; tho it be not recited, 
and tho' nothing be enacted inconſiſtent with 
it. Thus, to give a Parallel Inſtance agree- 
able to the Schemes and Principles of theſe 
Gentlemen: We are commanded to pay an 
humble Obedience to Government; our Go- 
. > Vernors 
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vernots are „eg 4 therefore ve art to pay. 


no Obedience at all. Menue 
It is further very obſervable, that the New 
Rules, in caſe of the Diſapproval of any Per- 
ſon. preſented to the Government, direct that 
the Corporation ſhall irom time to time pro- 
'ceed to à new Election af Et Perſons, with 
out determining tohat Priſont are Fit. And 
this plainly implies a Reſpect to other Laws 
and Uſages of the City, touching Elections! 
For -/otherwiſe, if the New Rules (as our 
Adverſaries ſuppoſe) give the Board of — 
dermen an bite Right of Electing 
They may, without any Breach of Thoſs 
Rules, Elect into the Ma . any Perſon 
who is not an Alderman, much as a 
Freeman: There being 
New Rules, what Sort of Perſons ought” to 
be Choſen. So that the New Rules do no 
more abrogate the Law. and Cuſtom concern 
ing Seniority, than they abrogate other 
Law, or Cuſtam, on: eren. the 0 bene, 
Themſelves. + in 10d wv: 


Our Author W Bb 3 85 that os 


Uſaze fence; if any ſuch had been, could:create 
a Preſcriptable Right, &c. No Uſage: fince's 
That is, ſince the Year 1672. Here is a wiſe 
Diſcovery, that the Space of 39 Years can't 
be fhid to be Time out of Mind. This tis to 
be profoundly Learned in the Law. Who 


argues. any from the Uſage ſince 16727 


This So that is ſtrangely impertinent; nay, di- 
rect Nonſence, as tis plac'd, and as join d 
with the Words immediately preceding. We 
inſiſt not only upon the Practice ſince 16723 
der 275 conſtant ee for about 140-Years, 


10 ö in 


no mention in the 


tion 


rate Boch, Kc. No? That's very ſtrange: I 


particular Members, (none dein 
excepted) pray, whom does it oblige 
any Argument will ſerve the Turn with ſome 
People, to free them from the S/avery off Laws, 
and give them a Power of doing what is 
right in their Own Eyes. Hunt An | * 4 
Our Author having thus endeavoured to 
prove (how. ſucceſsfully, let every body 
judge) that all former Laws and Cuſtoms 
about Elections, if any ſuch there had been, 


were abrogated by the New. Rules; now pro- 


ceeds (in due Method, no doubt) to ſhew 


that there never were any ſiich Laws or 


Cuſtoms, as we pretend; or at leaſt; that 
they are now either dead, or aſleep. And in- 
deed, the great Point debated: by the Law- 
vers, was, Whether by the Uſages and By- 
Laws of the City, the next. Alderman in 


Semority below the Cuſhion had a Right to 


be Elected ?. The Council againſt Alderman 
Conſtantine. deny'd, that there was any ſuch 
By-Law, and inſiſted, That the Lage had gone 
againſt! him, The Council for him alledg'd, 
That according to the By-Laws and Uſage, 
their Client had a Right to be preſented to 


the 


ige? But 


Enacted, 
| arofe 4 yo on the Elettion of Mayor, every Alder- 


Ait es 


produc'd by the Town-Clerk wherein a Me- 


1 ˙d By-Law; When this was fi ſaid at the 
Council-Board; it might be excus'd; becauſe 
It might be attributed to the enorance of thoſe 


| Rebellion of 41: And it at any time he whoſe 


excus d at his own Requeſt, and the Rule of 
Succeſſion declar d to be inviolable. A. 


Ts]. 


the Board; to ſerve as Lotd-Mayor. | And 


now let us ſee how each Party maintain'd | 


their Aſſertion. 
There was a'By-Law made in the Eleventh 
Lear of Nen Elizabeth ; whereby it was 


bat 0 eſchew the Contention ich Tearly 


man ſhould keep his Turn for bearing the © 
Charge f the ode according 10 8 An- | 


This was peo v0 out of the Cay: Books 


morial is kept of what paſs'd in that, and 
other Years, immediately preceding, and ſuc- 
ceeding the ſaid Eleventh Year of Queen Eli- 
zabeth. This muſt be allow'd clearly to 
make good the Allegation, That by the By- 
Laws of the City, the Mayoralt 4 is to go ace. 
cording to Succeſſion. | 

No; ſays the (ae: "Tis a bovine diſ- 


who urg'd it. But to refeat it note, after tze 
following Proofs had been made, can be no- 
thing leis than a direct Falſit © : 

It appear d by thoſe Books that the Order 
of Succeſſion was conſtantly obſerv'd till the 


Turn 1 in Seniority it was, did not Serve; it 
Is expreſsly taken notice of, that he was 


Set. 
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: Febr. 22. 1612. Thomas Carroll re. Lil. 4 - 


queſted, that Sir James Carroll might 
Serve for Him; yet ſo, that He might 
preſerve his Place in Station, as Plun- 
ket and Kenedy had done before. 


Sept. 29. 1613. Malone requeſted, 


Fol. 11. 


Fol. 14. 


that Richard Forſter might Serve for 


Him; but ſo, that he might preſerve 
his Place according to Seniority, as 
Plunket, Kenedy, and Carroll had 
done, | x 


July 22. 1614. Alderman Brow# 
Serv'd inſtead of Alderman Godrick ; 
but with a Provi/ſo, that he ſhould 
have his own Turn. 


Sept. 30. 1615. It was agreed, That 


the Election of Mayors be continued 


according to Succeſhon. So that the 
By-law was here renew'd and con- 


Hrin d. 


Sept. 30. 1616. Alerman Bennet 
was Elected; and, on his Refuſal, 


Alderman Thomas Allen was Elected; 


and it was thus expreſs'd, Wheſe Turn 
ir next in Succeſſion, Foie, 


Sept. 29. 1626. Alderman Uſher re- 
queſted, that Alderman Evans might 
Serve in his Turn, with a Proviſo for 
preſerving his Seniority, as in Caſe 
of Plunket, Malone, Turner, and 6- 


6 Sept. 


thers. Fo“ 54. 


L 


Fol. 18. 


Fol. 26. 


Fol. 3t, 


£88] 


Fe. Gl Seht. 29. 1632. Edward Arthur pe- 
ttition'd, that Alderman Bennet might 
Serve his Turn, being OI to 

undergo it. 


Fol. $4. Sept. 29. 1635. Alderman Robert 
Arthur requeſted, that Sir Chriſt | 
Forreſter might be continu'd for the p 
faid Arthur; with a Prov: fo for a 
and Station. | | 


"2" & 


Sept. 1642. Smith was continu'd 4 fer 
Walter Kenedy's Turn, at ang 
and by Proviſo. 


* 


Fol: 92 Sept. 1643. Adama FOTO re- 
queſted, in like manner, for Alder- 
man Smith to Serve his Turn, with 

- Proviſo, that the. ſaid Smith might 
Serve his own Turn, when come 
to it. 
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Fol. og. Alderman Clarke bene, that 
illiam Smith, then Mayor, might 
continue to Serve the next Vear for 
which Clarke was Elected; but with 

a Proviſo to the Law of Succeſſion. 
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Fol.gg, A By-Law was made, Auguſt 21. 
1651. That Alderman Tigh ſhould 
Serve inſtead of Alderman Daniel Wy- 
brants El:&ed, it being his Requeſt 
nevertheleſs, that the Law of Succeſ- 


I! 8 ion ſhould remain firm and invio- 
3 ated, 


5 
_— ———_ - - - 
= \ — , ⏑⏑ *— — — 


An 


1 r POE. — 

F 4 5 Fr 

8 wad, (EIT. 2 e 
SAY * 0 7 — ow >» Y 

” x ALEC * * 


s 
. ee * n 83 
. . n 
> 4 KELTY Ts 5... 
a 


3... 


All theſe Inſtances were read out of the Ori- 
ginal Books, before the Government and Coun- 
cil; yet the Caſe-Writer ſtill fays, theſe are 
Neeping, diſusd By-Laws. What Name does 
ach an Author deſerve ? 

But tho? he ſays, theſe By-Laws were di/- 
gd for an Age; yet, tis plain, he did not 
think ſo : Becauſe he has not aſſign'd one In- 
ſtance of an Interruption, till the Year 1672. 
And he is moreover ſo unlucky, that thoſe 
Inſtances which he does produce, will be found 
not to anſwer his Purpoſe. IY 
In the Year 1672 the New Rules were 

made. Alderman Dee then Serv'd as Lord- 
Mayor; and from that Time, the Author of 
the Caſe will have it, that the By-Law is Re- 
peaFd by the New Rules; and that in the 
Inſtances aſſign'd by him, the Senior has 
been poſtpon'd, and the Junior elected. By 
his own Confeſſion, the Senior Alderman had 
conftantly been Lord-Mayor from 1672, ex- 
cept in thoſe Inſtances which he aſſigns as 
Interruptions; which are but Four in Num- 
ber; and even thoſe, when examin'd, will be 
found to prove nothing in favour of the 
Cauſe he is defending. But it is obſervable, 
that if there had been no Rule to give the 
Preference to the Senior; it would be very 
ſurprizing to find, that in above Forty Years 
the Board of Aldermen ſhould always (ex- 


cept four times) agree to chuſe the Senior 


1 who had not Serv'd; or that when the im- 


mediate Senior was put by, upon his own Re- 


neſt, or upon ſome other Reaſon aflign'd, they 
ould never go any farther than to the next 


1 imms- 


+ 2 
& 
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immediate Junior to him who was ſo put by. 
The firſt Inſtance of any Interruption after 
the Lear 1672, was in the Perſon of Alder- 
man Jones; who, our Author ſays, was Se- 
mor to Sir Jaſbua Allen, and Sir Francis Brew- 
ſer : And yet theſe Two were choſen Lord- 
Mayors, one in 1673, the other in 1674; and 
Tones was poſtpon'd, and rejected. Now 
theſe Two, however, were the Two immediate 
Joni to Jones, and they ſucceeded the two 
ollowing Years. As to Jones, it is true, he 
was Senior Alderman to the Two here men- 
tion'd ; but it does not appear that he was 
ever in the City, nor in the Kingdom, after 
Sir Jaſbua Allen was choſen, nor at, or a lit- 
tle before the time of his Election; it is cer- 
tain, he never Sign'd any of the City-Books, 
or Rolls, after the 21ſt of February, 1672. 
So that it is highly probable he dy'd, or re- 
mov'd from the City, and never after inſiſt- 
ed on the Rights or Privileges of an Alder- 
man. And it does not appear, that he deſir'd 
to be Choſen ; much leſs, that he ever Peti- 
tion'd, or made any Exception againſt the 
Election of Sir Foſhua Allen, or Sir Francis 
Brewſter. | 
The next Inſtance ment;on'd by this Gen- 
tleman, is Alderman Bennet; who, he ſays, 
was Senior to Alderman Lover, and Alderman 
John Smith; and yet they were both preferr'd 
to him, and Serv'd as e one in 

1676, the other in 1677. 

I Anſwer; The Caſe was quite otherwiſe. 
The Turn of Bennet fell in the Year 1675 ; 
and Alderman William Smith, an ancient Al- 

CL derman 
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derman, who had before been Lord-Mayor, 
Serv'd for that Year. And fo far was Alder- 
man Bennet from oppoſing Alderman William 
Smith, that he ſign'd his Election: Which is a 
plain Evidence of his aſſenting to it, and wa- 
ving his Right. And volenti non fit injuria. 
The Candor and fair Dealing of our Author 
in managing this Inſtance, is very remarkable. 
He has plac'd the Elections of Lover, and. 
Alderman Fohbn Smith, before that of Alder- 


man William Smith; and the Year 1676, be- 
fore the Year 1675; as if they Two had 


leap'd over, and poſt- pon d Alderman Bennet: 
And then he brin zs in the Election of Alder- 
man William Smith the ſecond time, and as 
another Inſtance of the Breach of the Suc- 
ceſſion. Whereas, the Truth is, in the Year 
1675, when it was Bennet's Turn to ſerve, 
Alderman William Smith, by his Conſent (and, 
it may be ſap, by his Deſire) ſerv'd in 
his Room; ch confirms, rather than inter- 
rupts the Succeſſion. And Bennet having 
wav'd his Turn, and put another in his Place, 
Louet, and Fohn Smith, ſucceeded in their 
own Years, neither {ooner, nor later, than 
by the Courſe of Succeſſion they ought to have 
done. And yet our Author, to multiply In- 
ſtances of Interruption in the Succeſſion (for 
indeed he wants them) makes theſe to be 
Three Interruptions; which could, at moſt, 
be but One; and is really none at all. 

The laſt Inſtance aſſign'd, is in Sir John 
Rogerſon, who as our Author ſays, ſerv'd be- 
fore his immediate Senior, Alderman Black- 
bal. And what if the Government did ap- 

| C23 prove 
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prove of Him? Did -Blackball Petition? He 


did not. How then could the Government 


know, | that Blackhall was Ragerſon's Senior? 
And yet this is inſinuated as a Precedent againſt 


| Alderman Conſtantine ; who did Petition, and 


inſiſted on his Right, as Senior Alderman. © 

But Alderman Rogerſon himſelf, as well as 
all his other Brethren, who ſerv'd in theMayor- 
alty ſince 1672. muſt be Witneſſes for Alder- 
man Conſtantine in this Cauſe. i 

For could our Author aſſign no other In- 
ſtances ſince the Year 1672. in which the Of- 
fice of Lord-Mayor has been executed by 
thoſe who have not had the immediate Right 
of Succeſſion? The Recorder himſelf cannot 


plead Ignorance here; however he may in 
other Caſes : They were.omitted therefore by 


our Author, becauſe they make againſt him; 
and no other Reaſon can be given for that 
Omiſſion. 

He knew, and heard, no doubt, at the 
Council. Baard, tbat in 1683. Alderman Phi- 
lip. Caſtleton Petition'd the Board of Aldermen, 
and ſet forth, that He was next to ſucceed to 


the Office of Lord-Mayor, according” to ibe 
iſſual Cuſtom; and pray'd 10 be excusd. If he 


was not bound to bear the Mayoralty, as 


next in ad he would not furely have 
Petition d to be excus d, ill he was actually 


eleffed. And if the next in Succeſſion had 
not # Right to that Office, the Aldermen 


would not have ſafter'd him to alledge ſuch 


Right and Cuſtom in his Pet tion. | 
The whole Board of Aldermen knew, and 


acknowledg' d the r of Succeſſion i in the 


Texp 
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Yu 1681. Alderman Bradock was then 


+4, 
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n 
nior Alderman, and ſhould have ſerv'd as 
Lord-Mayor; but He made an Agreement 
with Alderman Mitchell to ſerve in his Room. 
And ſo ſacred did the then Board of Alder- 
men hold the Right of Succeſſion to be, that 
to make way for Alderman Mitchell, Alder- 
man Bradock was firſt choſen, and Pet it ion d 
to be excus'd, and to be put above the Cu- 
ſhion. Then Alderman B/ackhall, - the next 
Senior, was choſen; but, as it was agreed on, 
He was not preſented to the Government ta 
be approv'd. Then the next Senior Alder- 
man, Rogerſon, was choſen; but He was in 
England, and could not ſerve. After Him, 
Alderman ate, Alderman Fletcher, and Al- 


derman Billington, the Three next Senior Al- 


dermen, Petition d to be excus d; and ſo Mit- 
chell, the next in Succeſſion, was choſen, and 
ſerv'd as Lord Mayor. Certainly there was 


à Regard had to Succeſſion; otherwiſe, why 
were there ſo many previous Elections made, 


on purpoſe to come at Alderman Mitebell? 
The City, and Kingdom being waſted by 
the War; the Perquiſites of the Mayoralty, in 
the Year 1691, were but very ſmall, and fell 
far ſnort of the Expences of the Office. For 


which Reaſon it was agreed by all who were 


then preſent at the Board, each conſenting to 


wave his own Right, that Alderman”Mitchel 


{ſhould ferve for the Year 1692. 

In the Year 1693, Alderman Rogerſon, ber 

ing return d from Ezg/and, inſiſted on his 

Right to ſerve; it being his Turn, in regard 

that Alderman — ad procur'd another 
- 4 | te 


241 
to ſupply his Place, in 168 1; and that Alder- 
man 'Blackhall had, after he was choſen, vo- 


lantarily wav d his Right, and ſuffered Mitchel 
to ſerve, in 1692. And he was, as of Right 


he ought to have been, elected for that Year, 


tho Alderman Blackhall was his Senior. This 


Was the Year he had a Right to ſerve in, 
according to the Order of Succeſſion; and he 
actually did ſerve by Vertue of that Right. 
Nay, even Alderman Lloyd, whoſe Poverty 
was a juſt Objection againſt him, was not put 


by his Right of Seniority ; but was perſuaded 


to recede from it, upon a Compoſition. - 

And tho” it was thought expedient to de- 
prive Alderman Conſtantine of his Right; yet, 
as to all that follow'd, the Order of Sackellion 


was obſerv'd. It was for that Reaſon that 


Alderman Forreſt was choſen; tho' he was fo 
indigent, that about the time of his Death, 
his Goods were taken in Execution, and his 


Wife and Family maintain'd by Charity; and 


Alderman Eccles, tho a Diſſenter, was the 
next Lord-Mayor. Poor Alderman Conſtan- 
tine, tho a wealthy Citizen, and a zealous 


Church · man, muſt be excluded from the May- 


oralty, when he was Senior to them both; 


1 


4 * 


and conſequently had an undoubted Right to 


be prefer d before them. 


This ByLaw then which we inſiſt u on 
(tho it was deny'd, that there was any ſuck 
thing in being) was produc'd, and read at 


the Council Board, to the great Mortification 


of Alderman Conftantine's Adverſaries ; and it 


did effeQually ſerve the preſent Turn, as this 
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to expreſs himſelf, It was indeed fo unlucky 


for im and his Friends, that one can ſcarce 


blame em for being angry. Int urnng Ober 


ſome old Books, ſays he, in the Tholſel- Office, 


they found an old Paper Book. Is Age then an 
Objection againſt a Law? I remember the 
Duke of Buckingham, in King Charles the Se- 
cond's time, quoted an ancient Statute upon a 
Debate in the Houſe of Peers: And, my Lords, 
ſays he, let me tell you, Statutes are not like 
Women; they are never the worſe for being Old. 
Or to be more. ſerious; There 1s a certain Book 
in the World of great Authority, and yet 
much more ancient than this By-Law. The 
Book, I mean, is the Bible; which, as I am 
inform'd, is the oldeſt Book in being; and 
yet there are very good Laws in it; tho" if 
ſome People had them in their Power, perhaps 
they'd Repeal em. But then this By-Lam was 


writ upon- Paper. — And it might be 


writ with Ink, for ought I know: But is it 
ever the worſe for that? Parchment may per- 
haps be neceſfary to the making of an A& of \ 
Parliament: But a poor By-Law of a Corpo- 
ration, may be forc'd to take up with Paper. 
Well; but the City of Dublin, he ſays, bad not 
beard of it for an Ae paſt. Suppoſing this 
were true; yet the conſtant Practiſe, as we 
have ſhewn, was agreeable to it; the Citizens 
of Dublin therefore walk'd by this unknown 
Law, as the Athenians worſhip'd-the unknown 


5 God, And can there be a better Argument of | 
its Excellence, tho? it were written upon Paper, 


than to have it obey'd like the Law of Nature 
poritten upon Mens Hearts? But after all 
py 24 Tj: | | 6 £ 
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what he here aſſerts is a Negative, and Diffi- 
cult to be prov'd: He perhaps had not heard 
of it; but how does he know nobody elſe had 
in an Age paſt? The Recorder likewiſe de- 
chr d at the Tryal, that he never heard of it. 
Now I muſt own tis a Misfortune to any City 
to have its Recorder know nothing of its 
Laws; but we can no more help. that, than 
we could help many other ſtrange things 
which have lately happen'd. Were every 
Lawyer's Ignorance of a Law an Argument 
againſt it; the Laros of the Land might be 
in as much danger, as thoſe of the Cor po- 
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Iwo of the Three By-Laws here recited, 
vg. That about Trin'ry-Gi/d, and that about 
4 Mayor's not holding the Office Two Tears to- 


5 


get her, do not affect this Point; and were not 
7 7 


ed upon by the Council, tho" nention d 
by them. But theſe, being made in Popiſh 
gs, were brought in by our Author, only 
to ſcandalize a Third which alone affects the 


* 


2. preſent Caſe. For the Recorder, at the Tryal, 


calld them all promiſcuouſly, Popiſh Laws. 
And what if they had all been ſo? I muſt be 
leave to ſay (tho I know he'll call me Papi 
for't) that we. had many good Things done 
in the Times of Popery. What does he think 
of Magna Charta, and ſeveral uſeful Acts of 
Parliament made before the Reformation? 
But Popery, Popery, is an Argument upon all 
Occaſions.— I wonder the ſame By-Law 
was not chang d with a Deſign of bringing 
in the Pretender. For what if it was made 
120 Years before he was born? The 
N | gs 
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of the Pretender join'd with Popery adds great 
Weight and Strength to the Argument. But 
beſides; that By-Law which is the only One 
we are concern'd in, was made, as we have 
ſeen, in the 11th of E/7zaherh. Now I ab 
ways thought Queen Elizabeth had been a 
good Proteſtant : But ſince ſhe was a Papiſt, 
there's no more to be ſaid.” E 
But why is Mr. Butler the only Perſon men- 
tion'd by Name among Alderman Conſtantine s 
Council? Who, by the way, were not Coun- 
cil againſt the City, but for it. Are the 
other Gentlemen ſo inconſiderable? Their Ad- 
verſaries have reaſon to know them; and I 
am ſure they don't deſpiſe them. There was 


. indeed no occaſion of naming any body; but if 
One muſt be nam'd, why not the reſt? Or, 


why muſt Mr. Butler be that One? Why, the 


Reaſon is plain: Mr. Butler (commonly call d . 


Sir Toby Butler) is, we all know, a Roman Ca- 
tholick; but as he has a Liberty of practiſing 
the Law, and is eſteem'd for his Sufficiency 
in it, *twas never thought a Reflection upon 
any Proteſtant to employ him. And yet he 
alone is here mention'd for no reaſon but to 
throw ſome more Pop;y/h Dirt at Alderman 
Conſtantine, and his Friends. Whether the 
childiſh, Folly, the ſenſeleſs Malice, or the 
ungentlemanlike Baſeneſs of this, be moſt 
conſiderable, I leave to others to determine. 
What follows, in the Three next Para- 
1 is nothing but a Repetition of what 
e before ſaid, and we have already diſ- 


prov'd. So that he ſeems to bring it upon 


the Board again, only to have an Opportu- 


nity of throwing out ſome more hard Words 


upon 
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upon that miſchievous  By-Law, To treat 
Laws with ſuch Contempt, and call em fo 
many Names; is a greater Indignity than 
breaking them. But thus I have known an 
ungracious Son behave himſelf to his Father; 
not only diſobey his Commands, but abuſe 
his Perſon: And that almoſt in the ſame 
Phraſes and Epithets with thoſe here made 
uſe of. The By-Law has been call'd an Old 
By-Law, an Ob/o/ete By-Law, an Antiquated 
By-Law, a Sleeping By-Law, a Popiſh By- 
Law, and a Paper By-Law ; And the Rogue 
of a Boy has been at it to his Father; 
Tou Old Fool; You Old Doating Fol; You Old 
Sleepy Foe! ; Ion Old Paper-skulf'd Fool. 
But tis no wonder that a Law, and 
that too only of a Corporation, ſhould 
be thus affronted ; when thoſe who in the 
Higheſt Poſts make and execute the moſt 
important Laws of the Land are treated in 
the ſame manner by the ſame Perſons. But 
T would here remind them, that there is ano- 
ther Thing, beſides this By-Law, which may 
ſeem to ſleep, when it really does not; and 
JJ 

But he proceeds: Admitting thoſe Entries 
of Ey-Laws were Evidence. of fuch By-Laws. , 
yet they neither did, nor could controul, &c. 
Is it a Doubt then, whether thoſe Entries 
were Evidence? No; But he is pleas'd to 
admit what cannot be queſtion'd. The reſt 
of this Paragraph is only a nauſeous Repe- 
tition of what he had before repeated. His 
whole Paper, indeed, is full of ſuch Elegan- 
cles; and one may plainly ſee by That, wha 
was the Penner of it. Men cammonly vori te 


[29] . 
as they ſpeak; and we all know who that 
: famous Pleader is, who has the Natura Parts 
x of a Dog in a bee]; being ſo particularly 
2» diſtinguiſh'd by his Volubility in talking an 
. infinite deal of Nothing, and by his endleſs 


F Rotation of Tautology and Impertinence. 

1 The Repeal of the By- Law comes next to be 
9 conſider d; and this was a more extraordi- 
4 nary Proceeding than any yet mention d. 
9 The Aſſembly in which it was tranſacted, 
1 was not a Quarterly, but only a Poſt-Aſſem- 
2 bly ; and conſequently, had no Authority to 
Y make, or repeal a Law. Some of the Com- 
1 mons had not 1imely Notice; others had zo 
a Notice at all : And a conſiderable Number of 
2 them proteſted againſt the whole Proceeding, 
X in the following Words. 

= res a Poſt- Aſſembly of this City was 
'F Summon'd to Meet the Fifteenth of this 
Fe Inſtant May, 1711. at the Tholſel; 

1 And whereas that Poſt-Aſſembly made an 
= AG to abrogate and make void ſundry ancient 
be By-Laws, although it has been the conſtant re- 
3 cerv'd Opinion, That no Poſt- Aſſembly could break 
2 or make void the By Lato, or By-Laws made by 
E a General Aſſembly : IS oe 

"3 For which Reaſon, | and other good Reaſons 
A us thereunto moving, as the Irregularity of 
6: | Summoning that Aſſembly, and refuſing to bave 
& the By-Laws read which were thereby pretended 
10ͥᷣ be repeal d, although ſeveral of the Commons 
== mood to bavethemread, ' © 

3% e the under-nam'd Commons do hereby Pro- 
3 reſt againſt the ſaid Proceedings; as being con- 
4; irary to our Minds and Inclinations to have any 


. By- 


3 


31 


By-Laws vacated, 'without reading, of. confi, ters 


me WO, and at a' IDS. * 


John Wimmin. linge. , 


| Edw. Butler. 


Geo. Spike. 
Jo. Nicholſon, 
Ja. Taylor, 


Joſ. Crowther, 
Joſ. Sheppy. 


John Allen. 8 8 Ja 
[| ohn Gibſon. f 


M. Reily. 


J Webb. 

o. Price. 
Mich. Pookely, 
William Philpot. 
Henry Lee. 


Richard Skellern. 
William Philips. 
Tho. Wilſon. 


Ja. French, Senior. 
Francis Quin. 
Iſaac Wills. 

Peter Verdoen. 


Tho. Thorne. 


Alexander Johnſton, 
EdwW. Weſt. + 


Edw. Gayton. 


 Croſnell Severne. 


Faulkiner. - - 


| Richard Wilding, 


Francis Thompſon. 


Jo. Crafts. 
| Tho Taylor. 


And 


= T7”. 
And were to argue the Point, even with 
thoſe Gentlemen who Sign'd the Petition for 
the Repeal ; I would ask a Majority of them, 
whether they knew what they were then do- 
ing; Whether they were not Drawn in, 
without ſufficient Conſideration, to contri- 
bute, what in them lay, to the Ruin of their 
own-'Rights and Privileges ? And whether 
they are not now heartily glad that they 
had no Power to do what they thought 
they had done? I am ſure they have all 
the reaſon in the World to be ſo; and to 
thank God, that the By-Law concerning Se- 
niority, which is the beſt Security of very 
particular Perſons Succeſſion to the Mayoral- 
ty, is ſtill in its full Force; though they 
imagin'd they had repeal'd it. The Petition 
they were perſwaded to Sign, begins with, 
IVhereas ſeveral By-Laws, made when Popiſh 
Aldermen and Freemen were admitted, 8c. 
Now would they have ſet their Hands 
to this, had they known that, by ſo doing, 
they reflected upon the Memory of the Glo- 
rious Queen Elizabeth, and charg'd Her with 
admitting Popiſh Aldermen and Freemen into the 
Government of the City * Moſt certainly they 
would not: And therefore they have reaſon 
to reſent ſuch Ufage from Him, or Them, 
who led them into ſuch a Complication of 
Errors. 
However, ſome particular Perſons did what 
they could to repeal the By-Law and indeed, 

after it had been ſo abus'd with opprobrious 
Language, twas natural to think ſome fur- 
ther Miſchief was at hand. Thus a Man is 


firſt 
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Gift calbd Ragae und Raſcal ; and then he? 


* 
- 
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#nockd down. Or, (to come cloſer to the 
Caſe ) Thus the Perſons of Princes and Go- 
vernors are firſt treated with Diſreſpe& ; and 


then their Authority is cancell'd and aboliſh'd. 


But what Occaſion was there for Repealing 
it Now £ I thought they had inſiſted, That 
it was Before Repeal'd by the New Rules, 


But ſure | Work, they will ſay, is beſt; and 


ſometimes a Man who has had his Throat cut, 


has afterwards had his Brains beaten out, for 7 
fear he ſhould recover. After all, twas at 


' beſt but a ſneaking Cowardly Trick, to ſteal 
upon the poor od By-Law, and repeal it while 
it was gſleep. But be that as it will; had 


the Authority of the Aſſembly been never 


ſo unqueſtionable, (as it was really None 


at all) the Repeal of this Law upon this par- 


ricular "Occaſion, and while this Cauſe was 
actually depending, was, with reſpect to this 
Cauſe, illegal and invalid, without all Pre- 
cedent, and contrary to all Juſtice and Equity. 


For I: would fain know how they will get 


over this Inconvenience. Fither the By-Law 
was in Force before this pretended Repeal, or 

it was not. If it was not; what Occaſion 
Was there of Repealing it? If it was, (as in- 
deed we have undeniably prov'd it was) 


then Alderman Conſtantine's Right was well 


ſupported, when he claim'd under it; and 
Juſtice was, conſequently, deny'd him. Nor 


could any Afﬀter-Repeal leſſen that Injuſtice; 


but rather aggravate the Grievance, and ren- 
der it more intolerable. 285 - 


After 
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"After this, wh To leave Alderman 
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the Order tobich put him alour the 

was bacated. The Folly” of this Collie 
Doctrine has already been fifficiently con- 
ſiderd; and therefore 1 ſhall add no more 
upon chat Subject. But to ay; that Alderman' 


Cunſtuntine was left withour any Ground of Com- 
aint, after the Uſage lie has all along mer 


with; is ſtich an inſolent piece of Mockery 
upon him, and ſuch an audacious Defianeg 
to . Common Reaſon of Mankind, that it 
it ought to be reſented by all who have a/ 
Regard to Common Truth and Juſtice, or to 
this Common Rights and Interetts of- Thos 
ſelves) and their Fellow - Subjects. 
Some Perſons, ſays hen were psd ts WA 
nuate, That the Blech Hlderman Barlow 
a Second time, war offering un Tadignity to th 


Government and Council Pleas d to inſinuute? 


Twas more than inſinuated; Twas openly 
declar d to be, as it certainly was, a moſt 


ſcandalous Indignity, and a manifeſt Breach 


of the New: Rules; as we have before demon- 
ſtrated . But here is an Argument and a 


be conſtrued a Dif reſpect to the — : 


Alderman Barlow 's firſt Diſapprobation not being 


grounded on any Diſlike they had to the Perſon 
elefted, but on a Right or pretended Right ſer % 
in Alderman Conſtantine, under colour of 
Fr; By: _ oy 8 appr f — ed, fo 
if any ſuch Right the Repeal 
. frevious to the Second Eleckon. 


. D Now OE 
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Td Diſtinction brought to prove the contrary "0 | 
and to ſhew that this Proceeding could not 


— 
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firued:a Diſre/ped, properly ſo calld; becauſe 
was ſomething more: twas Dzſobediene, 
which is worſe dan Diſreſpd. But how did 
They know What Reaſons the Government 
and Priyy- Council had for Diſapproving Al- 
derman Barlo? They aſſign d no Reaſon; 
and what the Lamers argued, was not Autho- 
RRV e-; tho it might be perſwaſive, and 
CONVINCING. Aud in this I dont cavil 1 
agree;| that What is here mention d concern- 
ing Alderman Conſtantine's Claim, was un- 
' doubtedly Oue (Reaſon of that Diſapproba- 
tion: Nay, every Body believes twas the 
anyone. But {bill who. knows That 2. Who 
is ſure of it? Nay, farther; were it certuin 
that the any Rea ſon of a Diſapprobation were 
eeas'd x yet the ſame Perſon dught not to be 
Rerelected. As wt has been adjudg d in the 
Caſe of Hollingtam who, within theſe few 
Lears, was je ri. of Cadel z and for 
Reaſons alledg d againſt him, was diſap- 
prod. And tho it afterwards appear d that 
thoſe Reaſons were ill grounded; yet he be- 
ing choſen again, was again diſapptov'd 


2 
. 


becauſe his Re- Election was judg d and de 


termin d to be a Breach of the New Rules, 
and an Indignity «tor the Government and 

renne inneren. 
Or ſuppoſing, which they themſelves de · 
ſire, that Conſtuntines Claim * was the onſy 
Rea ſon of the Diſapprobation of Barlow: the 
dignity is, by that, rather improv'd than 
intiwiſh d; the Perſon rejected being again 


choſen, and Canſtantiur being ſtill injur d. For 
82 NR” As 
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as to the pretended Repecal of the 85. Lau, it 
was we I have fully. ſhewn ) every way 
illegal and invalid ; and I appeal to the Con- 


ſoiences even of thoſe that did it, whether 


they themſelves are got! Now convine d that it 
was ſo? 


But [this Writer confidently aſſerts, That 


ſeveral. Inſtances tan be gryen, ſince the Revo- 
tution, where . Perſons elected into the 


flracy H or ber Or porations, hade bern diſap- 


od by the Government, and afterwards re- 
eletted ; and in ſome Caſes, that they have been, 
upon their Second Election, approud. | If in- 
Kad ict ſaying ſeveral Inftances can be given, 

he 6 bal actually given one; the Argument 
would have been much better and ſtronger. 
From what has been already proved, I think 
pretty plain, that we are 4 bound to be- 


ieve it barely upon his Word. I am ſure, 
we have plainly produce. a Vee pregnant 


Inftance'to the h is more than 


we were oblig'd to do, the Reaſon and Na- 


ture of the Thing being clearly on our 
Side. on er 


Alderman Barlow. he ſays, 
iner diſapprov u, they 4 d proceeding to a 
Third Election, till His Grace the Lord Lieute- 
nant Landed. They did ſo; but for what 


| Reaſon, I know not; unleſs it were to have 
an Opportunity of ſhewing, that tis equal 


and indifferent to them, whether they a 


TWO Lords Juſtices, or One Lord Low 


r 


I[t ſeems to be made an Objection i in this 
Paper, (cho mention d only in a Parentheſis) 


D 2 that 


' being a Second 


* 
— —ů So 
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„ e 
that this Cauſe. was not heard before his Grace; 
not without a broad Innuendo, that it was un- 
fairly. txepreſented to him by the late Lords 
Juſticeß, and the Privy Council. The Miglr- 
tune , tbe City mas. ſuch, that their Proceed · 

Ai were ſo repreſented to bis Grace, &c. 

k And upon whom did it lie to repreſent it, 
but upon the late Lords Juſtices, and the 
Council Board? This Reflection, both for the 
Falſhaod, Malice, and Impudence ef it, is 
0 ſcandalous, that it anſwers it ſelf; and to 


7 mention it, is to expoſe it. n 
But what occaſion was there of a Re- bearing 
before his Grace? It had already been heard by 
the Government and Council juſt before his 
'Grace's Arrival: And who could be more pre- 
| per than they, to give him a true State 9117 
= 0 if Alderman, Conftantine's Adverſa- 
74 ries were not fatisfy'd, why did they not de- 
Fire. another Hearing? Or d they expect his 
Grace ſhould ſend a Meſſage, and deſire: them 
to deſire it? Have they ſo much as pretended 
we any Wrong has been done them in this 
Particular? Or that they had any thing elſe 
to offer? Nothing like it; but this fly; Stroke 
olf Scandal, they thought, might create a Jea- 
Jouſie, and do ſome ſort of Miſchief among 
the People; by arraigning the Juftice of the 
| Governme t and Council. * N T. ach „ 
Is 19 755 4 Third Perſon, it ſeems, they 
. Tere in hopes that an End might be put to all 
future Elecfians. But how was it poſſible they 
could have ſuch Hopes, when they knew that 
the ,T hird Perſon was exceptionable for the 
very ſame Reaſon, for which the Two oc 
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had been diſapprovd? But, in ſhort, thex 
were reſolvd to chuſe any b 

whom they ought to have choſen. So that, 
what is ſaid about the Migſortune of tbe! (iiyj, 
in having ſo many rejected, is all Cant; to 
ſay no worſe of it. They were ſo anfor- 
tunate as to be reſoly'd not to do their Duty: 
They were ſo unfortunate as to be very Unjuſt, 
and very obſtinately Diſobedient. It is in- 
Members; that's the real, and the only Truth 
of the Matter. Twas therefore to no purpoſe 
for gur Author to give us a particular Detail 
of the ſeveral Pertsns lately elected and diſ- 
approv d. As mapy Elections as were made 
in that manner, juſt ſo many times the Go- 
Vernment was affronted. bn ber & oorteartt 
One of the reateſt Obze&ions made by 
them, is the Diſapprobation of Eight ſeveral 
Sheriffs ; againſt whom there was no Petition, 
and who. were not ſo much as Summon d or 
Heard, To which it is anſwer'd, 1. That the 
Goyernment and Council have a Right and 
Authority to approve, or diſapprove, without 
Gong. any Cauſe, or Hearing any. 2. Tho! 
they have that Power, yet they have never 
diſapprovd, but upon very good Reaſons, 
and due Conſideration. They have always 
taken care to keep Corporations to the Ob- 
ſeryvance of their ancient By-Laws, Cuſtoms, 
and Uſages. And as to the preſent Caſe; 
The New Lord-Mayor, by the Cuſtom of the 
City, has the Nomination of a Sheriff. And, 
in the ſeveral Elections thus unduly made, the 
Lord- Mayor being rejected, both Sheriffs could 


8 * 


erſon, but him 


mu antes without à Prejudice to the 
1 who ſhould be duly elected and 
3 And it not being diſt inguiſtid in 
tie Relurn, which: of the Sheriffs Was nomi- 
nated by the Lord-Mayor, the Governmer 
and Council were der” 4 Nec to | 
11 of both. ener 
be h, we are aſſurdd, are | Aa ts 
make any Compliantes conſiſtent with! their R ht 
dd Freedow of Eleffions,' and with the Oaths 
WW: they bays raten to mainitain the Ri gre ef the 
„ Do the Rights of the City conſiſt 
+. breaking its Laws? And have ches Gentle 
men taken an Oath to do that? As to the 
Freedom of their Elecliomas no body denies 
- them ſo much Freedom, as the Lato allotor 
them: And would they have more? Yes, that 
they would; and will be ſutisfy'd with no 
Preedom, but the Freedom of eB th 
think fit. All the Reſtraint they have, is laid | 
| upon them by Laws; and one of thoſe Laws vo 
—_— ws gw their own Body. But here is 
8 the Noiſe of Freedom, Rigbts, Nb 8 "I 
 Blettions,” the Rights of the City: only to a 3 
F And delude the People; while at the ame time 
| | © theſe worthy Defenders of theirs are break 
_— . thoſe Rig hre, and deſtroying that Freedom. 
| What is here fallly and maliciouſly inſinu- 
| ated concerning the Danger of their 22 
being turu d into «Nomination of another Bourdd. 
cannot have theleaſt Appearance of any Foun 
dation; no other Board having ever pretended 
to nominate any Magiſtrate of the City, but 
only to oblige them to the Obſervation of - 
their Laws and Cuſtoms.” This weak 
. MTs ana f 
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1 rter Medion 1 Ky oy ants ; 
Privy. "Cpanel! : ai dehnte 80 
at once 92 0 11 and N eier [ 
e 177 
* Sf te the making f the New ules, no ard- 
May me 4 He Nl exe pi One. bay 
in 1888, was. rrjetted by rhe Lard Tyrconn 
o make room for. Sir Thomas Hacket 6 Pap 
Alderman Conflantine,” ue a 1017. Perk 
it is not ſtrange to haye. | lay cou gl rh "th 
Hacket the Papilt. But muſt the Duke 1 
mond be A with Tyconnel? * 
Parallel be made between, he beſt of 1 55 
nours and the worſt? Since the ays of 85 | 
no Government was ever thus in Rolfe A, 
ut this is the true Spirit of a Fa on 
among us. Every Man (whether Be 7d 
mall) "who. Nag if love the Qu 
Church, and the onſtitution, 955 6 ig 
ouſly An to the Obſ ervayce of 2 5 ana 
1s 107 hindring that Faction from doi 
Miſchief it intends; is preſently a „1 2 
2 an Enemy to the Revolution, 
nemy to the Goh, Memory of Ring Wil- 
liam, an Enemy to the. Proteſtant erer. 
rad Te the 1 25 11 
ad, and clamour d, and preſented, a - 
_ titior'd out of the Poſt in e Her ESR 
or Her Miniſters haye placd him. Things 
cannot continue at this Criſis much longer; 
either this I ſolence mut be ſuppreſs d, or the 
Government muſt be diſſolv d. 
HBeſides; if I am right! inform'd, this Io- 
ſtance of Tyrconnel and Hacker, is not 3 7 | 
falſe in * Application, but in Fact. 


D4 Lord- 


9 


gy 


1 Y 1 preſented to Dreonne? 
K 5 Ki 17555 | Jacket a: 151 in direct 
n 


ms himſelf; as, 1 it 2b. 
S 14541 the Je Charter 1 7 ER £ 

| = to the City c of Dublin. $ that thiaSt — | 

1 "made on purpaſe to be apply d to the Duke 

f Ormond: Fol fear his Grace 15 pot he: _ 
| nt to J "Carpe Tyrcontel him 
ſelf muſt be 2 ih r which he 
mever committed IH 

In the midſt hi Fa Wei they are 
ak Profelons of the utmoſt e to 


n Grace, and the Privy Counęil. This 
Nrunge; yet not wholly nem. In the Reign * 
"certain King, his Subjects proteſted the 
were moſt Faithful and Loyal, and intend 
"nothing but. to make him Glorious ; 3» when at 
 _he'fame time they were ſtripping him of his 
'Prerogative; nay, when, they were actually 
in Arms, and bad fought ſeveral Battles 
againſt Him. Tf any thing can poſſibly be 
more diſreſpeful than the Jate 1 Treatment of 
Rep 2 05 15 Wee ti 5 Fi A po of 
pet to him ave they ſuch a tempt 
Reſpet his Grace, as to ſuppoſe he has loſt his 
'Underftanding, and his Senſes ? If a. Man 
haul ſpit; in my Face, and Dy Sir, J Ho- 
"Four jon; Would not that heighten the Af. 
: Front, rather than leſſen, it? Woull not the 
Words be more infolent and proyoking than 
the Aﬀion ? Thefe very ſame Perſons . have 
"made the ſame Declarations of their Duty to 
The Lueen, and their Concern for the Rights 
their F-Iow-Subjefs. Let us ſeehow ak * 
benſe, 8 che Whole, Fo PP look; if they 


5 1 131 | . had. 
/ 3 


\ 
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bad ſpoken it fairly and ' honeſtly" in their 

late Petition to Her Majeſty. It would run 
9 thus 2 2 n hy LO.) 1 renn 4 1 


— 
ST 4 
* 


ie Dur Majeſty's: molt Dutiful and — w x 
Subjelle, bumbly beg Leave 10 complain, That 

the Government and Council here haue app 
our Proctedings ; when we were only flying. 
in the Face of their Authority, infringing Tour 
Royal Prerogative, and trampling - upon "the 
Rights of our Fellow-Subjeds. For what 1 we 
were doing all this f Ve ſaid, and declar d, 
and profeſs'd, and 22 the quite contrary, 
and that ſurely ought to groe full Sati faction to 
Tour Majelty, and all Mankind. The Govern. 
ment and Council thought fit to reject 4'Lord- 
| Mayor we bad choſen; ſo, to ſhew our  Defe+ 
rence to them, and prevent any Poſfibility of” Ex- 
ception the next time, we choſe the ſame Per- 
ſon again. We had indeed a 'wicked By- Lam 


 aebichpretended to controul us; but it was made 


in the Popiſh Reign 85 Qucen Elizabeth, and 


7 can be of no Force under Tour Ma- 
Jeſty's. Proteſtant Adminiſtration. Some People 


have been pleaud to inſinuate that we have 
fer d an Indignity to the Government.” But 
we bumbiy hope our. Behaviour will not be con- 
{pay to proceed (as in Truth it doth not) 
rom tbe leaſt Diſreſpe to his Grate, the 
Lord Lieutenant. For tho we have: compar d 
him to Tyxconnel, and offer d bim all the Af- 
fronts toe could ſtudy or deviſe, yet we have 
profeſs'd the utmoſt Deference to him; and be- 
Ader, our Recorder made a Speech to him, in 
which he ſaid, His Grandfather was a oy 8 
N 80 80 


[#1] 


good Man. We therefore bumbly Implote Your 
Majeſty 20 conſider -the Prenuſes, and to inter- 
poſe in our Behalf; that we may have the umi 


mired Freedom of doing what we pleaſe, and of 


afting tontrary.\10 all Law.anll Fuſtice. + * Fby'we 
will he very good Citizens, if we may . 
ted to opprefs our Bret hren; and exceeding 
gad Scheel to Tour: Majeſty, if You' 2. be 
8 pleasd to. dont” _ * of 


hs Power ſous i. 
This, 1am ſenſible, ok like z dp ant 
tis one. But for that, tis no other than 


the plain Eneliſh Wo —— Profetlions compar'd 
with their P roceedings: - ' TOWELS 

Our Author concludes with aſligning = 
Cane of not electing Alderman Conſtantine. 
And never certainly was fo filly a One intro- 


due d with fo ſolemn a Preface. Altho it can- 


nat be reaſonable to require from thoſe who have 
4 Riabt 0 Elell, lo give all their Reaſons in 


was their own voluntary Motion, was it 


not? But ſince they have appeal d to to''the 
People, think, under favour, that ir 18 rea- 


ſonable they ſhould g ive all their Reaſons; and 
Lnce they talk ſo * of their Right to Ele8, 
e, the Pe ople, have a Right. to demand thoſe 


upon *. Compulſion ; tho Reaſons, I muſt con- 
£6, a are not ſo plenty e as Black- 
ee. hs Hoes: on : t to Je he 


— "F 


e 9 * 79 


* &c, Who deſir d them to Print ar all? 


caſons al. thoſe "Reaſons; and that too 


— 


Ta} 


who without Prejudice ſhall read this Cafe, it 
may not be amſs * among others to mention 
Oe, i. e, © They will "mention One, gs 
others Which are" bt mention'd. 
doubt, is ſcarce Senſe ; but let that de 
"However, by giving One Reaſon, the "Nye 
ſhewn' more Deference to us Readers, than 
they did to the Government and Counti 
The Recorder indeed made 2 ſtrange ſhuffling 
Story about Alderman Conftantine's Wife, 15 
his own Reſpect for the Eur Sex (b 
way, he bas good Luck, if the Fair Sex tans 
7 Reſpect for Him) infitvating, howey 5 
that becauſe the Women, as he was pleas d to 
intimate, did not like the Wife, therefore the 
1 . ought not to Elect 'the Fans, 
: he poſitively Tefns'd to aflipn.'a Ca 
dec, tho' it ah directly demand and 


inſiſted upon it that they were not oblig d 
. to produce an 


| ut fo hy 1 for tpg 80 What is this | 
all. confounding One Reaſon? It is this: 1 | 

is a Sufpicion ( nay; the City are aſſur d of it 
that if Alderman Conſtantinè were Lick 4 
Mayor, hewould endeavour to make Mr. Mer. 
cer One of the Sheriffs ; and tho be ſhould fa 
in that Attempt, be roll 'ftrll be under the In. 
Auence and Drrettion of that Gentleman. No 
tis all out; And is not this convincing? 


muſt be excluded from his Right, becauſe he 


has a Friend whom the Aldermen don't os 
What Monſter of a Man is this Mercer! 15 


he perjur d upon Record? Has he loſt one, 10 

both of his Ears? What Churches has be 

Bott” 25 What * or Murders has he com- 
"en? 


1 44 TY 
itted ? Nothing of all this; 2 . deals f in 
Dolls: and the City have Two or Three (they 
can t tell which ) Law Suits, or Proſe oſecutions, 
m alu Foy re We bim 2 eretti ar thn | 
gero Monopo y of em. — t 
ſtands 5 Aa here is a Dange | 
bs erecting a Mono eh y of Gra 1 
Friend TY .there- ; 


71s Alderman Conſtantine's 
fore Alderman Sa ought, not to be 
Loa Mayor. Beſides; Kos: Fright, about 
did not ha till à conſiderable 
time ale 10 Ae -_ Alderman Con- 
Pantine; Mercer not dealing in that 
| nw ky hen his Friend was bit ex · 
cluded. #4 the Mayoralty. But III tell 
Ky what he had done, which was the great 
ime of all: He had drunk my Logs * 
cheſter's Health; as ſure as you are a 
{ 5 He did it at Cork; There, are ah 
itneſſes of it; Nay, be himſelf, * th 
c to own it, without a leaſt 
We Repen Repentance. Now is it * that 

a2 Man ſhould be 3 May or, who had 4. 

Frxiend, who had drunk a Healch to my Lord 
| Rocheſter, who was Unkle to the Queen, Who 
A the beſt Queen that ever reign'd ?. A Health 
'to my Lord Rocheſter / A Man of that con- 
nme Wiſdom, — untainted Integrity! 
Man, whom all che Enemies of our Conſti- 
tution (and they only) hated while he was 

wing, and curſe now he is dead! Was i 
pardonable to drink a Health to ſuch a Man 
as this? Or rather, was it not. intolerable 
that Faction ſhould be ſuffer d to triumph 


over e Truth, * uſtice, and, kd 


Country: And for all the 


TY 


Had My Mercer drunk to the pi pious Memory 
of Oljver Cromwell above m 55 d; Had he 
drunk Health to the Late iniftry, or Corfit 
fron-to"'the® Preſent”, Had he drunk Gps 
Fare to all Satheverel!'s" Hiende; ; or, Plague, 
Peſtilente, and Famine," Battle, : nd Murder? 
and Sudden Death to all Archbiſhops, Biſhops 
Prieſto, and. Deacons,” &c. or any other 
thoſe: Healths; or auy other of thoſe 125 a 
which are play'd off at Glorious Memory 
Feaſts," at Seſſions, Aſfeet, Ihoſſel, or 5 
other Solemm Aſembliem to FLA Repub 
cans and Atheiſts, ' or to Choak Honeft'Men ; 
Had he done any thing of this, perhaps he | 
might not have been the Rep robate he is 
how and he would have deen altogether as 
fit ow a Sheriff, as a Hot headed erg) 
for an Httorney- General. 

The Truth ef the Matter pe is this; 
Both Mr. Conſtantinè and Mr. Mercer 15 
Worthy, Honeſt Citizens; Men of Fortune 
Figure, and Credit; heartily Loyal to He: 
- Majeſty, truly Lovers of Monarchy and 
Epiſcopacy, zealous for the Conſtitution both 
in Church and State, and for the Proteſtant 
Succeſſion in the Moſt Illuſtrions Houſe of 
Hannover; ſi meren Welkwiſhers to the Pre- 
ſent Miniſtry; thankful to God, and them, 
for the ſigna Ber views: the 2 have done their 

Reaſons, defam'd 
and nacud 4: as Papiſts and Jacobites. On 
the other hand, all the Kingdom knows who 
is the Ring-Leader of the oppoſite Party, and 


= that their Penman is undoubtedly the fame 


25 their e It is ikewiſe notoriouſly 
8 known, 


ben an 


dreſs: was to be 
rom the na the followin N 
d to be inſerted — 4 ee 
1 We look; 2 . one , the great 
elfungs we enjoy under Majefiy s. Govermns 
1 that 1 in the Prateſtant 
pi and the. N d. fr os  boppuly 
ro 1255 by many; Good and Wba/for Laws. 
"—_— that the ſaid Clauſe was, by: the Re- 
order, in an angry and contemptueus man. 
ner, after he. bad read it, rumpled up, and 
[if _ thromnaway. and that the Addreſs was ſent, 
HO that Clauſe, as the Ad -of the 
ty. EPI DIE 1 1 gon 1 in 
1 at to ls upon e 9 
Mmlolent Breach of Rights +tne 
13 nile it is plain from hence, how the 
Wiſhes and Opinions of theſe, Men differ from 
2 of. Mr. Conſtantine. and Mr. Mercer; 
Partiality to a Faction, is the only 
Ground of all this unjuſt proceeding; and 
that the Clauſe was excluded from the Addreſs, 
and the A/derman. from the Mayoralty; ' for 
” oY ſame Reaſon, and upon the dame brin- 
p 
get 1 what 4 Faction that is; mud, — it 
_ aims. at, is at the ſame time pretty evident. 
rejected Clauſe contains but Two Things; 
the Church, and | the. Proteſtant Smcceſhon. 
And I did not think the Recorder and his 
Friends would have ſo openly DEC LAR D- 
againſt either, eſpecially the latter, ho ſin- 


cere ſoever they wy. by 1 in their Averſion 
for Both 


9. N 1 k q . 


But 


2 * 


bt a "FT #1. 


But we wet nos wühder ut this i" her we 
have à lerer and fuller Diſcovery of theſe 
Matters. 4 longer ago than at laſt Chriſtna⸗ 
Quarter-Aſſembly, the following Petition w bad 
carry'd by the Commons to the Be 
_ Aldermen; in the aal manner, Os Tt N 


WM: ! | . 13 2 


. 
E * 5 


N 


Ze. as Right Homarable, the Tied Mayor, 
\ Sheriffs, Commons,” and Citizens A *e 
h of Dublin. r 
ans 6 4 W r 
The PETITION of certain, 1 
2m, the © ORSON at gt 


* 


oy 
a- 


416 T 


N 
3% 
9 . — 7 * 2 * | 
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he 4 1 HAT. ir PR 1 the Pritfce IE this 
he Honourable Ciiy to, pay their Duy 10 


m Her Majeſty, by. Addreſſing Her * all Occa- 


4 


3 5 7 Her Pr expreſs: their Duty and . 0 f 


A ſſon and Government. b 
„ s 755 it therefore pleaſe Tour iaure, 
or Big Fe 15 that Mr. Recorder be r to 4 's 
n. Draw pb an ADDRESS upon the 
2 Mee Heads, vis. 
955 Congratulate Her Majeſty, upout th the e. 
ts ceſs of the Arms of Her Majeſty, and Her 
55 . in Flanders. 
a To Thank Her Majeſiy, for ae His 
5 | 8 the Duke Ormond to be Lord Lieu- 
enn ibis Kingdom, which bar always flow- 
4 ” 3 rſh 4 under 8 0 Ke Waile en 4 
3 _ | a 
3 5 a 


3 deauour fo Leſſen or Invade it. 


* That we will, to the utmoſt of our Power, 
muintain the Preſent : Conſtitution in Churc 
ad State, and the. Proteſtant. Succeſſion as. by 
Law Eſtabhiſh'd ; not only againſt the Pretender, 
Hut all other Her Majeſty's Enemies. © 


(45 iim #093 1 A it, 2 + 
This Peririon was not feceibd; nor was 
any Addreſs ever made fince. It is not 
ſtrange indeed, that Thoſe to whom it was 
offer'd, ſhould not be very zealous for His 


Grace the Duke of Ormond, the Prefent Mi. 
- wiſtry, Her Majeſty's Prrrigat ive, and 0 


Eftablyh'd Church. But that they ſhould 7 
fuſe to Congratulate Het Majeſty, upon the 
Succeſs of Her Arms; and to Aſſure Her, that 
They were for the Proteſtant Succeſſion, and 
aguinſt the Pretender ; was, I. muſt needs ſay, 
Extremely open and barefacd ; Eſpecially, 
' Fince by that Refuſal, they at the ſame 
time infring'd the Right? and Privileges of 
their Fellow-Citizens ; for fo I take the Com- 
mons to be, tho perhaps they will not be 
own'd as ſuch. This is the Party, who are 
always talking about Nights, Liberties, and 
Privileges; 'who make ſuch a Noiſe about the 
Revolution, the Glorious Memory of Ring Wil. 
lam, and the Proteſtant Succeſſion, on the one 
hand ; and againſt Popery, Facobitiſm, _ 


= 


\ 


r ˙ ˙ ˙ e GE end ] AS tre heron tn. 


9 1 


the ARCs on [ other. How can thoſe 
FS, Men me Confidence to E claim againt 
the Preze 


when they would not Add rer: 5 
againſt bim; or to talk about Liberty, and — 


| the Memory of King William ; when they are 


Overturning.thoſe Libertie e a that Ever- 
gloriows # came to teſtue and preſerye ? 
5 am ſenſible, that I have apa N. of 
is more ton. once before Nr 
Auel the Tautology of. he © Coe riteÞ ; 


| For 150 bave mention d at /; ſeveral \times, 


1 have Bad 1 many FO N ons to, men; 


tion it Et Wk A en I * * * * % 
0 K poo! e get 18 ike titan 
this. Lhe Evi 15 after What 
have pro d, T may take Liberty to 


it ;) 17 not left — ire) of it uner- 
amin'd And L ap! eal to. All Ma Rd, Except 
thoſe. 8 a are kelblir a 505 be convinc d, | 

-Whether'I have riot fully * made out what. I 
undertook in the Beginning; and ſhewn it 
to be 8 elſe, bat a Heap of Falſhoods 
and Miſrepreſentat ions. | 
From: the Iterits:of, a:Cauſe, * tis 2 natural 
Tranſition to the Szcceſs of it. And in the 
preſent Cafe, thoſe who have given ſo wrong 
a Turn to the former, have (I am told) as 
falſely repreſented the latter. They boaſt, 
it ſeems, that they have Carry'd their Point. 
And how have they Carry'd it? The "= 

peal'd to the Queen, againſt the Proce dings. 

of the Government and' Coyntil 3 and the 
Conſequence of it was, the following La 
em 71 Her Majety 's Command. * 
E 9 
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Toi Grace JES bil Ormond, 
o Lieustnant Central, an ee 


N 5 Fes NM 503 
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1 as likewiſe the 1 of the - City, . 
= 5 laid. before 


E N, Her 
"Bevin 75 e to. er Cone 


25 Mon, . 255 10 We th 


Ras 4 ir Pon 
| rn it 10 
Fee Hen, 1 fo ayors. by: . 
a co of Alt rd en Jou — 7 rer 
1 + x 225 1 | 1 Tas © 5550 te | 4 4 911 ' "tt 60213 U7 
IS x 
1 ebcenltr 1  » :--My R, 5 0 
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1 Ef 5a 5 n 
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be Pere . adit Rejetted 3 43 


3 oduc'd no other Effect, than to have the 
roceedinigs of the Government Confirm'd by 
Hur l 8 1 Approbation. What 


then 


14 + * 1155 10 
7% 1 l 4A 181 1 115 thy ui nt, 2 Ad! IN 
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then ſhould kinder them from * on, ak 
utmoſt Exerciſe of their Power ? They: Ne 
bound in Honour and Confeience to perſiſt in 
doing Right to Alderman CHEF apr: nor 
cle they: refuſe it, without a manifeſt Con · 
tradiction to T hemfabves And Her Majef}y 
had mY Obligation \to-Juſtifle- them * 
thaſe Proceed 22 Wick öh ind alreudy Ay:. 
„„ ˖˙• atunly oa 
entring upon kis y | 
. unt antine, like 2 Worthy Citize! 
was for preventing any farther Diſpute, at fe 
unſe 4 Time, and therefore P 
; the following e We Government and 
Council. 


0 * Wy ! a 1 n Fd Fur N % 
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To His Gract Ss Date of Or mond. 
Lord Lientenant-Geueral, and General. 
'S Cover of Ireland: ld the Lordi of 
Her 9? þ was k K 
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LS. "x7 
* Honovrable 3 Juniors 10 Tour 
fritianer, ar bad ſenvld u be fart Offite before ; 
; ha! beve not bean capprov'd f ly Tor Grace 
* and Tordfbipss"ſuch a render Regard ba this 
i rh B to Wir © Petitioner's | 
2 1 Det. : Sint on net bei 
e 0 Aldermam Ralph Gore, 
ior: dA/dergbon 217 Dur Petitioner: that 
2 fete u Lori. Mor for- the Eur 
an e Dur Peritianer is hRh ſenſible 
=: oy repeated ifs of Fuſtice this) Honoyrable 
band bath done him "But "the "Affairs" of * the 
ih requiring that 4 e Mojo -ſhould be 
admitted, and Jour Petitioner 4 greater | 
' Regard to the Repoſe and 7 of tbe City, 
than 70 bis own prrvate Satisfattion, he is not 
oo milling to ive War: Grace pnd\Lordſhips any 
3 F ond at. 172 in 1 9 rer {Bu 
| 1 ut Jour + race Hall. 
„ yrs of the El, 7 St; bran ore, 1 4 
Petitionen doth humbly we” uieſce 9 85 > Sa- 
| for unto "IE bis Right * Seniortty fot the 
dee! 7 E3- 5 
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He therefore generouſſy waving 1 Right, 
pro bac vice; tho with. a Salvo t be 

autüre; his Grace, apd the Pri e ouncil 
were pleas d to approve of Alder eral Gene, 
a Perſon unexeeptionable, Aince Al his Sore 
acquieſcd in his Election. What ue th 3 
düght to be made f 10 much! * f | 
Condeſcenſton ) Indeed, ſtrange 
told upon "this — And a we have 
Mera g 7 3 4 = | 
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1 n Subjeft, Twill 7 
bo poppy rf Jam engaged, ſuppoſe, 
in a Suit with another Perſon about a confi- 
derbe Sum of Money; and have à Verdict 
ndnd judgment given for me; upon which I 
wang 4 Right inoned.ately to exact the Pay- 
ment. But, being good-matur d, I 7 
forbear him and, by: a Promiſe under my 
Hand, give him 4 longer time. OT u 
£ this, he ould go and brag Sex £557 1 
I gain d bis Point; that 15 bad 3 „„ 
me; that the Verdił given for me was not ; 
genuine, but a forg'd, and ſpuriow Verdict; 
or that if it were feal, and publickly given 
in Court, yet 1 had fecret Intimation from the 
Judges and Fury to make up the Buſineſe, and 
not preſume to demand the Mone); or that I 
really never gave him any ſuch Note of For- 
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nee but only pretended it, to couer 
oton * I ſay; ſhould he act in 
manner; would it not be a proper Quęſtion, 
Whether the Ingratitude, or the oll of the 
Man were the greater? Moſt certainly pen 
tbe "Expiration of the Time I Had allowd "tum, 
I ſhould be oblig d in Honour, and for my. 
own Vindication, to allow him nothi 
the ſeuereſt Rigo. the Law: and ſhou a be 
juſtify'd before and Man, ſhould'I deny 
him any more ae; and abandon him: 
to lie in a Priſon, n un oe: 8. e | 
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| + Vindication of the: Reverend. Dr: Hens 
A cheverell. from the Falſe, Scandalo 
and Malicious) 3 on Him, in a1 
lat ib fampus F uled, i The Mos 3 
der? 3 Intende e to expuſe in 4 
| Iniquityiof the. Faction an:rgencral,? without 
taing any conſiderable Notice of their 
wach Tool B in purtextar, In: 
rr ne and+a TY 's 118 
| an, ere N ban ob WR\, © 290 Sg _ 
3 ideen eiae as Letter 10 f | 
GS 2 Member of the ation. 1 
| 7 oe ara Fempor un: Or, The Good and H 
[28 Wed 1 of Boaks, Sermons, Pamphlets, Er, 
jt $ 25 2 & Iimpartially; Qonſider d. Ina Diah b 
1 teen Eabulus and Sophroniur; for &'Y cars 
| Wan Dog, and 27D An 2 Vol. 4 4 4 10 
4 n Dffay upon Two Arabic Manuſerix 
1 al che Bodteran Library, An. that Anci 
A Book ell d, The n 1 ee, 
eie is aid. to be extant in them: Wherein 
Mr. Wiiſton's Miſtakes about both.are'plainkby 
Drowed. By eee e I 
es not L bein Dor) n Vas 1190-4 
„ . zei, ant img both 
Hlexeſias: Or, A Reply to Mr. Milian 1 
Hiſtorical Preface and Appendix to huh Proummenok 
If  « Chriftianuy Revivd. 
 - The Preſent Caſe of Mr. William Wins 
>, © . Humbly Repreſentdd, "nb to the Re- 
„ verend the Clergy now Ailembled DN. 
* cation. 
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